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A B S T R A C T

Background: This study aimed to identify how the activity of large-scale brain networks differs between mood
states in bipolar disorder. The authors measured spontaneous brain activity in subjects with bipolar disorder in
mania and euthymia and compared these states to a healthy comparison population.
Methods: 23 subjects with bipolar disorder type I in a manic episode, 24 euthymic bipolar I subjects, and 23
matched healthy comparison (HC) subjects underwent resting state fMRI scans. Using an existing parcellation
of the whole brain, we measured functional connectivity between brain regions and identified significant
differences between groups.
Results: In unbiased whole-brain analyses, functional connectivity between parietal, occipital, and frontal
nodes within the dorsal attention network (DAN) were significantly greater in mania than euthymia or HC
subjects. In the default mode network (DMN), connectivity between dorsal frontal nodes and the rest of the
DMN differentiated both mood state and diagnosis.
Limitations: The bipolar groups were separate cohorts rather than subjects imaged longitudinally across mood
states.
Conclusions: Bipolar mood states are associated with highly significant alterations in connectivity in two large-
scale brain networks. These same networks also differentiate bipolar mania and euthymia from a HC
population. State related changes in DAN and DMN connectivity suggest a circuit based pathology underlying
cognitive dysfunction as well as activity/reactivity in bipolar mania. Altered activities in neural networks may be
biomarkers of bipolar disorder diagnosis and mood state that are accessible to neuromodulation and are
promising novel targets for scientific investigation and possible clinical intervention.

1. Introduction

Bipolar disorder is a debilitating psychiatric disorder estimated to
affect between 2% and 5% of the population (Merikangas et al., 2007).
It may be instructive to examine the instability of neural activity in the
varying mood states in bipolar disorder for clues into the mechanisms
of specific mood states and the underlying physiology of bipolar
disorder itself. A growing body of scientific inquiry has examined
changes in neural activity associated with specific cognitive tasks such
as emotion and reward processing (reviewed in Phillips and Swartz,
(2014)); Strakowski et al.(2012). Drawing upon these findings from the
primarily task-based fMRI literature, we recently examined the “resting
state” (rsfMRI) functional connectivity of bipolar mania when com-
pared to bipolar euthymia (Brady et al., 2016). That analysis examined
functional connectivity to brain regions selected from a consensus

model of the neurobiology of bipolar disorder (Strakowski et al., 2012).
We observed mood state specific aberrant connectivity between the
amygdala and brain regions implicated in emotion regulation even
under rest (non-task) conditions.

We sought to complement our prior study of mood related
connectivity of select cortical and subcortical regions with a more
data-driven analysis of functional connectivity across the entire brain.
The analysis of rsfMRI has demonstrated the presence of large-scale
brain networks whose function is altered in psychiatric and neurologic
diseases e.g. (Baker et al., 2014; Yeo et al., 2011; Zhou and Seeley,
2014). In bipolar disorder comparatively few studies have sought to
examine whole brain measures of network activity and connectivity and
there is a growing call to incorporate these studies into a bipolar
imaging literature that has most often examined local networks (Chase
and Phillips, 2016). Several recent studies have examined large scale

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2016.09.041
Received 28 June 2016; Received in revised form 21 August 2016; Accepted 27 September 2016

⁎ Correspondence to: 75 Fenwood Road, Room 616, 02115 Boston, MA, United States.
E-mail address: robrady@bidmc.harvard.edu (R.O. Brady Jr.).

Journal of Affective Disorders 207 (2017) 367–376

0165-0327/ © 2016 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
Available online 06 October 2016

crossmark

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/01650327
http://www.elsevier.com/locate/jad
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2016.09.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2016.09.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2016.09.041
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1016/j.jad.2016.09.041&domain=pdf


T
a
b
le

1
D
et
ai
le
d
d
em

og
ra
p
h
ic
s,

cl
in
ic
al
,
an

d
m
ed

ic
at
io
n
in
fo
rm

at
io
n
of

th
e
st
u
d
y
p
op

u
la
ti
on

.

B
ip

o
la
r
su

b
je
ct
s

(n
=
4
7
)

B
ip

o
la
r-
m

a
n
ic

su
b
je
ct
s
(n

=
2
3
)

B
ip

o
la
r-
E
u
th

ym
ic

su
b
je
ct
s
(n

=
2
4
)

H
e
a
lt
h
y
co

n
tr
o
l

su
b
je
ct
s
(n

=
2
3
)

S
ta
ti
st
ic

D
e
m

o
g
ra

p
h
ic
s

B
ip

o
la
r
v
s

co
n
tr
o
l

C
o
n
tr
o
l
v
s

m
a
n
ia

M
a
n
ia

v
s
e
u
th

ym
ia

E
u
th

ym
ia

v
s

co
n
tr
o
l

A
g
e
in

ye
a
rs

,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

29
.3

(1
1.
5)

27
.7

(1
1.
1)

30
.9

(1
1.
9)

29
.7

(1
0.
9)

M
W

p
=
.5
27

M
W

p
=
.1
86

M
W

p
=
.0
76

M
W

p
=
.8
40

S
e
x

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.0
03

p
=
.9
56

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.1
07

p
=
.7
43

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.2
95

p
=
.5
87

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.0
45

p
=
.8
31

m
a
le

33
17

16
16

fe
m

a
le

14
6

8
7

C
li
n
ic
a
l
ch

a
ra

ct
e
ri
st
ic
s

Y
M

R
S
,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

14
.4

(1
3.
3)

26
.9

(5
.7
0)

2.
33

(3
.4
0)

n
/a

M
W

p
<
.0
01

M
A
D
R
S
,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

8.
89

(7
.0
2)

12
.6

(6
.6
0)

5.
33

(5
.4
6)

n
/a

M
W

p
<
.0
01

P
A
N
S
S
,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

49
.3

(1
4.
3)

60
.4

(1
0.
3)

38
.6

(8
.1
1)

n
/a

M
W

p
<
.0
01

P
A
N
S
S
p
o
si
ti
v
e
su

b
sc

a
le
,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

15
.9

(8
.1
1)

22
.7

(4
.8
5)

9.
33

(4
.2
4)

n
/a

M
W

p
<
.0
01

A
n
ti
co

n
v
u
ls
a
n
ts

17
/4

7
8/

23
9/

24
n
/a

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.0
38

p
=
.8
46

A
n
ti
p
sy

ch
o
ti
cs

37
/4

7
22

/2
3

15
/2

4
n
/a

d
f=
1
χ2

=
7.
07

p
=
.0
06

C
P
Z

e
q
u
iv
a
le
n
ts
,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

25
4
(2
53

)
37

0
(2
54

)
14

3
(2
00

)
n
/a

M
W

p
=
.0
01

B
e
n
zo

d
ia
ze

p
in

e
s

10
/4

7
6/

23
4/

24
n
/a

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.6
22

p
=
.4
30

L
it
h
iu

m
34

/4
7

18
/2

3
16

/2
4

n
/a

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.7
89

p
=
.3
74

A
n
ti
d
e
p
re

ss
a
n
ts

1/
47

0/
23

1/
24

n
/a

d
f=
1
χ2

=
.9
79

p
=
.3
22

fr
a
m

e
w
is
e
d
is
p
la
ce

m
e
n
t
in

m
m

,
m

e
a
n

(S
D
)

.1
36

(.
05

8)
.1
40

(.
06

6)
.1
33

(.
05

1)
.1
21

(.
07

1)
t(
11

9)
=
1.
26

5
p
=
.2
08

t(
73

)
=
1.
21

8
p
=
.2
27

t(
62

)=
.5
36

p
=
.5
94

t(
84

)
=
.9
18

p
=
.3
61

A
bb

re
vi
at
io
n
s:

M
W
:
M
an

n
-W

h
it
n
ey

U
T
es
t,
P
A
N
SS

:
P
os
it
iv
e
A
n
d
N
eg
at
iv
e
Sy

m
p
to
m

Sc
al
e,

SD
:
St
an

d
ar
d
D
ev
ia
ti
on

,
Y
M
R
S:

Y
ou

n
g
M
an

ia
R
at
in
g
Sc

al
e.

R.O. Brady Jr. et al. Journal of Affective Disorders 207 (2017) 367–376

368



Download English Version:

https://daneshyari.com/en/article/6229552

Download Persian Version:

https://daneshyari.com/article/6229552

Daneshyari.com

https://daneshyari.com/en/article/6229552
https://daneshyari.com/article/6229552
https://daneshyari.com

